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Discussion and decision
1 Introduction
In RAN2#85, it was agreed that if a low cost MTC UE (Category 0) is not able to receive multiple transport blocks within a subframe due to max TBS and/or bandwidth limitation, it’s up to UE implementation which TB to prioritize. 
In this contribution, we discuss a follow-up issue as a result of UE’s TB prioritization.

2 Clarification on parallel DL reception for low cost MTC UE
As elaborated in [2], due to the max TBS and/or bandwidth limitation (and/or other possible limitation under discussion in RAN1) of the low cost MTC UE, the UE may not be able to receive all TBs of interest, including system information, paging, RAR, unicast in the same subframe. 

Depending on UE implementation, the UE may choose to receive only one or a subset of TBs and discard the rest. If the UE choose to discard a TB of system information or paging, the UE may wait for the next transmission opportunity. Although unlikely or undesired, if the UE choose to discard a potential RAR even though the correct RA-RNTI is detected within the RAR window, the UE may treat this case as RAR not received and retransmit the preamble. Therefore, the scenarios with dropping of common messages can already be handled by the existing specification. 

However, if the UE discards a unicast TB, there is a question of whether a NACK should be sent by the UE. In our view, it is preferred to send a NACK to ensure that the eNodeB can retransmit the dropped unicast TB upon receiving the NACK by the UE. In this way, loss of data as a result of dropping unicast TB can be minimized. 
Based on the above, we propose to clarify in the specification the following:

Proposal:  If a unicast TB is dropped by the low cost MTC UE as a result of TB prioritization, a NACK is generated for the dropped TB and is indicated to the physical layer.
3 Conclusions
In this contribution, we propose to clarify an issue following the agreement that it’s up to UE implementation which TB to prioritize in the event that the low cost MTC UE (Category 0) is not able to receive multiple transport blocks within a subframe due to max TBS and/or bandwidth limitation. 
We propose to clarify in the specification the following:

Proposal: If a unicast TB is dropped by the low cost MTC UE as a result of TB prioritization, a NACK is generated for the dropped TB and is indicated to the physical layer.
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